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INOCULATION 


FOR 

THE  SM^LEJL-POX 

VINDICATED 


THE  ferment  of  popular  opinion  refpecting 
the  cow-pox  having,  in  fome  degree,  fab- 
fided;  and  the  torrent  of  fafhion  having  been 
at  length  ftemmed  by  the  influences  of  reafon 
and  experience  ;  the  prefent  time  appears  not 
altogether  unfavourable  to  the  introduction  of 
a  few  remarks,  which  are  defigned  to  illufc> 
trate  the  arguments  already  adduced  on  the 
merits  and  confequences  of  vaccination  ;  and 
to  place  in  a  clear  and  confpicuous  point  of 
view  the  fallacy  of  thofe  dodrines  by  which 
the  practice  of  it  has  been  encouraged  and 
fupported. 

I  have  often  had  occafion  to  remark,  that 
the  interefts  of  Science  are  intimately  con¬ 
nected  with  the  liberality  and  candour  of  thofe 
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who  walk  In  her  paths.  It  is  this  liberality 
and  candour  which  difpofe  men  to  hear  with¬ 
out  offence,  and  to  adopt  without  reluctance, 
the  fuggeftions  of  wifdom  and  experience ; 
which  teach  them  to  corred  error,  and  to 
advance  improvement ;  to  accept,  to  admit, 
and  to  encourage  whatever  is  truly  valuable, 
however  repugnant  to  the  fafhicnable  and  pre¬ 
vailing  opinions  of  the  moment.  It  is  to  this 
principle  that  Dr.  Jenner  owes  the  prompt  re¬ 
ception  of  his  dodrines  relative  to  vaccina¬ 
tion,  at  a  period  when  neither  the  failure  of 
the  variolous  inoculation  in  producing  its 
wonted  good  effeds,  nor  any  indifpofition  in 
thofe  praditioners  who  were  bed:  acquainted 
with  it,  to  cherifh  and  cultivate  that  well- 
tried  and  wefy-underjlood  practice,  afforded  any 
particular  grounds  for  believing  that  it  would 
be  fuddenly  difcarded,  to  make  room  for  an 
haftily-fuggefted  innovation :  and  it  is  to  the 
fame  principle  that  I  now  appeal,  with  the 
moil  perfed  confidence  that  an  impartial 
public  will  candidly  examine  the  weight  of 
the  arguments  which  I  have  dared  to  advance 
in  oppofition  to  what  I  believe  to  be  error, 
and  in  defence  of  that  which  I  know-  to  be 
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truth :  and  I  conjure  my  readers,  by  every  fen- 
timent  of  integrity  and  virtue  which  adorns 
the  character  of  Englifhmen,  not  to  fuffer 
any  falfe  bias  to  warp  or  prejudice  their 
minds,  when  their  judgment  and  opinion  are 
thus  folicited  on  a  fubjedt  clofely  connected 
with  the  happinefs  of  fociety. 

When  Dr.  Jenner  introduced  to  the  pub¬ 
lic,  in  the  year  1798,  his  obfervations  on 
the  vaccine  difeafe,  it  was  remarked,  that  per- 
fons  who  had  been  affedted  with  it,  were  for 
ever  after  fecure  from  the  infection  of  the 
fmall-pox  ;  and  ieveral  cafes  were  adduced  in 
fupport  of  that  opinion.  Hence  originated 
the  idea  of  vaccination  :  it  being  conjectured 
that  the  fame  difeafe,  artificially  communicated 
to  the  human  fyftern,  would  in  like  manner 
render  it  fubfequently  incapable  of  being  af¬ 
fected  by  variolous  contagion.  Numerous 
experiments  were  made ;  and  in  order  to 
afcertain  whether  thofeperfons  who  had  been 
fubjedted  to  vaccine  inoculation  were  liable 
to  be  affedted  afterwards  by  the  fmall-pox,  it 
was  recommended  to  practitioners  to  ino¬ 
culate  them  with  variolous  matter  as  foon  as 
they  appeared  to  be  perfectly  recovered  from 
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the  vaccine  difeafe.  But  although  Dr.  Jen- 
ner  and  others  expreffed  themfelves  per¬ 
fectly  fatisfied  with  this  mode  of  proving  the 
fadl  which  they  appeared  defirous  to  eftablifhy 
there  were  fome  who  entertained  doubts  on 
the  fubjedl,  and  among  them  Mr.  Lawrence, 
who  ingenioudy  fuggefled  the  probability  of 
the  feeds  of  variolous  infection  being  only 
finothered,  or  their  adlivity  fufpended,  and 
not  eradicated  by  the  faturation ,  as  he  termed 
it,  of  the  juices  with  vaccine  virus  ;  and  that 
after  a  certain  time,  and  the  ceffation  of  fuch 
caufe  of  fufpenfion,  fome  other  caufe  might 
arife  capable  of  exciting  them  into  adlivity. 
Dr.  Mofeley  alfo  expreffed  the  like  fufpicion  ; 
and,  notwithftanding  the  vehemence  with 
which  the  dodtor’s  opinion  was  combated,  fad 
experience  has  convinced  us  of  the  just 
grounds  on  which  his  fufpicion  was  founded. 

Dr.  Jenner  acknowledged,  that  although 
the  cow-pox  fhielded  the  conftitution  from 
the  final  1-pox,  and  the  iinall-pox  proved  a 
protediion  againft  its  own  poifon  applied  in 
future,  yet  that  the  human  fubject,  as  well  as 
the  cow,  is  again  and  again  fufceptible  of  the 
iijffediious  nature  of  the  cow-pox.  This  cir- 
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cumstance  might  have  given  rife  to  fome  ob¬ 
jections,  at  firft,  to  the  introduction  of  vac¬ 
cination  :  but  it  being  ftated  that  the  cow-pox 
was  a  very  flight  morbid  affection,  neither  ac¬ 
companied  nor  followed  by  fevere  or  dan¬ 
gerous  fymptoms  ;  that  it  was  not  communi¬ 
cable  by  effluvia,  but  only  by  the  touch,  or 
rather  by  the  application  of  the  matter  in  a 
recent  or  purulent  ftate  to  an  excoriated  fur- 
face  of  the  body,  to  which  accident  compara¬ 
tively  few  perfons  were  expofed  ;  all  difficul¬ 
ties  on  this  account  were  immediately  ob¬ 
viated  ;  and  if  the  cow-pox  had  really  pof- 
fefled  that  fuperiority  over  the  variolous  ino¬ 
culation  which  was  at  firft  aflerted,  the  ob¬ 
jection  above  hinted  at  would  have  been, 
without  doubt  completely  done  away.  Dr. 
Pearfon  of  London  followed  Dr.  Jenner 
on  the  fame  fubjeCt,  and  compofed  a  fe- 
ries  of  propofitions  fairly  and  candidly  ex- 
preffing  the  juft  and  proper  grounds  which 
practitioners  in  particular,  and  the  public  in 
general,  were  called  upon  to  inveftigate,  as 
the  beft  means  of  determining  whether  the 
practice  of  vaccination  ought  or  ought  not  to 
bp  adopted.  Hitherto  there  appeared  to  be 
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an  evident  regard  for  the  interefts  of  fcience 
and  of  fociety  in  every  thing  which  had  been 
advanced  on  this  topic  :  but  when  Dr.  John 
Sims  publifhed  the  cafe  of  a  gentleman  at 
Briftol,  whg  having  had  the  cow-pox  twice, 

was  afterwards  inoculated  with  variolous  mat- 

* 

ter,  <c  and  had  the  fmall-pox  fo  feverely  that 
a  his  life  was  for  fome  time  defpaired  of,” 
by  way  of  caution  to  thofe  practitioners  who 
feemed  inclined  to  recommend  the  general  in¬ 
oculation  of  the  cow-pox,  a  strange  infatuation 
feems  to  have  pervaded  the  minds  of  thofe  who 
had  previoufly  adopted  a  favourable  opinion 
refpe&ing  the  new  practice  :  and,  although  the 
faCt  was  too  well  fupported  to  be  flatly  con¬ 
tradicted  or  denied,  it  was  not  allowed  to  be 
capable  of  oppofing  “  volumes  of  evidence,” 
and  u  cloud/  of  witnefles,”  which  fuddenly 
prefented  themfelves  with  all  the  refiftlefs  ob- 
ftinacy  of  the  Macedonian  phalanx. 

It  was  not  until  after  the  publication  of  Dr. 
Sims’s  letter  in  the  Medical  Journal  that  Dr. 
Jenner's  fecond  pamphlet  made  its  appear¬ 
ance  :  and  in  this  work  the  author  feems  to 
have  principally  in  view  the  means  of  diftin- 
guifihing  the  real  cow-pox  from  a  fpurious 


difeafe  which  had  been  found  deftitute  of  the 
power  of  fecuring  thofe  perfons  to  whom  it 
had  been  communicated  from  fubfequent  in¬ 
fection  by  the  fmall-pox  :  but  even  in  the 
firft  publication  Dr.  Jenner  exprefled  his  fear 
left  fufficient  attention  fhould  not  be  paid  to 
difcriminate  between  the  true  and  fpurious 
matter.  Hence  it  is  prefumed  that  Dr.  Jen¬ 
ner,  even  at  that  time,  had  feen  fome  inftances 
in  which  perfons  who  had  apparently  had  the 
vaccine  difeafe,  were  afterwards  found  liable 
to  variolous  infection. 

One  of  the  propofitions  fuggefted  by  Dr. 
Pearfon  judicioufly  enquired — Is  the  cow- 
“  pox  a  fhorter  and  fafer  difeafe  than  the  ino - 
w  culated  fmall-pox  To  this,  two  *  gentle¬ 
men  of  the  faculty,  who,  from  the  nature  and 
extent  of  their  experience,  merited  great  at¬ 
tention,  anfwered,  that  the  cow-pox  under 
their  obfervation  had  appeared  to  be  w  by  far 
<c  the  more  fevere  difeafe  but  others  having 
tried  vaccination  about  the  fame  time,  were 
of  the  contrary  opinion,  and  confidered  it  to 
be  as  much  milder  in  its  fymptoms  and  ef- 


*  Mr.  Drew  and  Mr.  Forfter,  correfpondents  of  Dr.  Pearfon, 
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feCts  than  the  inoculated  fm  all-pox,  as  that 
difeafe  was  known  to  be,  than  the  fmall-pox 
communicated  naturally. 

Another  of  Dr.  Pearfon’s  propofitions  was, 
tc  Did  the  cow-pox  never  excite  or  predifpofe 
€(  to  other  difeafes  ?”  The  evidence  by  which 
this  enquiry  was  to  be  decided  upon,  and 
therefore  the  fate  of  Dr.  Jenner’s  difcovery, 
required  time  and  experience  to  bring  to 
light. 

Thus  it  appeared  that  the  grand  question 
before  the  public,  and  now  that  univerfal 
attention  had  been  excited  to  it,  which  was 
fairly  at  iflue,  was,  Whether  vaccination  was 
an  equally  fa fe  and  certain,  and  in  any  de¬ 
gree  a  milder,  preventive  of  the  fmall-pox 
than  variations  inoculation  properly  con¬ 
ducted  ? 

If  practitioners  had  confined  themfelves  to 
this  fimple  queftion,  much"  valuable  time  and 
great  and  laborious  exertions  might  have 
been  faved  :  but  many  who  dedicated  them¬ 
felves  to  this  inveftigation  feem  to  have  been 
more  attentive  to  the  peculiar  properties  of  the 
new  difeafe  than  to  its  comparative  merits; 
many,  in  their  enthufiaftic  approbation  of  the 


9 


\ 


* 

difcovery,  feem  to  have  almoft  forgotten  the 
practice  to  which  vaccination  was  to  be  op- 
pofed,  and  employed  themfelves  in  panegy- 
rifing  the  benevolence  and  philanthropy  of 
the  difcoverer,  rather  than  in  fairly  appre¬ 
ciating  the  value  of  his  fuggestions.  Many 
among  th  ofe,  who  were  eager  to  introduce 
vaccination,  fpoke  of  it  in  terms  which  refer¬ 
red  to  the  ravages  of  the  fmall-pox  naturally  ; 
and  overlooked  the  beneficial  influence  of 
inoculation,  which,  when  judicioufly  perform¬ 
ed,  had  been  found  indeed  capable  of  dif¬ 
arming  that  terrific  difeafe  of  its  primeval 
horrors. 

It  is  but  fimple  juftice  to  Dr.  Jenner  to  re¬ 
mark,  that  the  doftor  ftated  in  the  mod  un¬ 
equivocal  manner,  that  he  thought  u  much 
u  precaution  neceflary  in  the  progrefs  of  the 
44  enquiry.”  Mr.  John  Hunter  excellently 
obferved,  on  a  different  occafion,  that  no 
man  was  fit  to  make  any  experiment  who  had 
not  made  many :  by  which  I  underhand 
him  to  have  thought  that  thofe  accounts  of 
experiments  which  are  given  to  us  by  perfons 
not  frequently  accuftomed  to  minute  invert!- 
gation  and  analyfis  are  feldom  to  be 
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pended  on.  Whatever  Dr.  Jenner  or  Mr. 
Hunter  might  think ,  or  may  have  Jaid ,  the  ex¬ 
periments  in  vaccination  have  been,  in  many 
inftances,  conducted  by  ftrange  agents.  Coun¬ 
try  clergymen,  farmers,  and  old  women,  have 
been  made  the  inftruments  for  afcertaining 
the  confequences  of  this  important  revolution 

3 

in  medical  fcience.  I  would  not  be  mifunder- 
ftood  as  intending  to  give  offence  to  either  of 
thefe  claffes  when  I  fay,  that  however  refpedt- 
?vble,  ufeful,  and  neceffary,  they  may  be  in 
their  feveral  ftations,  it  is  impoffible  that  any  of 
them  fhould  have  been  properly  employed  on 
this  occafion  :  and  greatly  as  I  venerate  and 
admire  the  learning  and  the  moral  worth  of 
the  clergy,  greatly  as  I  esteem  and  regard  the 
honefc  ancl  beneficial  industry  of  the  farmer, 
I  can  not  help  thinking  that  lets  mifchief  has 
been  done  by  the  third  defcription  of  perfons 
above  alluded  to,  in  the  practice  of  vaccina¬ 
tion  than  by  either  of  the  other—  becaufe  they 
have  never  publijhed  on  the  f abject. 

When  the  practice  of  vaccination  was  in¬ 
troduced,  great  pains  feem  to  have  been  taken 
to  influence  the  minds  of  thofe  whofe  fitua- 

A. 

lions  in  life,  or  the  nature  of  whofe  ftudies. 
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rendered  their  opinions  likely  to  make  an  im- 
preffion  in  the  circles  in  VvThich  they  were 
converfant.  It  certainly  did  appear  to  be  a 
very  unfair,  very  unfafe,  and  confequently 
an  unjuftifiable  mode  of  recommending  vac¬ 
cination,  that  falfe  ftatements  were  made  re- 
fpeding  the  fatality  of  the  fmall-pox  and  the 
danger  of  inoculation.  I  do  not  mean  to 
charge  the  ingenious  author  of  the  difcovery 
with  any  part  of  that  mifcondud,  which  is 
attributable  perhaps  to  his  followers  and  ad¬ 
mirers  only  ;  but  it  is  an  incontrovertible  fad:, 
that  many  falfe  ftatements  and  reports  of  the 
fatality  of  variolous  contagion  have  been  pub- 
iifhed  at  different  times,  under  the  fandion  of 
names  of  confiderable  weight  and  importance, 
which  had  a  tendency  to  excite,  on  unfair 
grounds,  a  preference  to  vaccination  in  the 
minds  of  many  perfons,  who,  if  they  had  been 
left  to  form  an  impartial  judgment  on  the 
fubjed,  would  have  refilled  its  introdudion. 

In  London  it  was  ftated,  that  the  fatality 
of  the  natural  fmall-pox  was  much  greater 
than  a  reference  to  any  well-authenticated 
documents  will  countenance;  and  the  average 
number  of  deaths  in  the  inoculation  hofpital 
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at  St.  Pancras  was  mentioned  as  one  in  fix 
hundred.  This  was  much  beyond  the  real 
truth :  but  it  is  fcarcely  worth  while  to  cavil 
about  it  $  becaufe,  in  the  Country,  it  was 
dated,  on  the  authority  of  many  opulent  and 
refpeCtable  perfons,  who  met  for  the  purpofe 
of  promoting  vaccination,  that  one  perfon  in 
fix  dies  in  the  natural  fmall-pox,  and  one  in 
two  hundred  and  fifty  of  thofe  who  are  ino¬ 
culated.  The  report  from  which  I  have  made 
this  extraCt  is  fanCtioned  by  the  names  of  fe- 
veral  practitioners  in  a  large  commercial  town ; 
was  avowedly  compofed  for  the  purpofe  of 
introducing  vaccination  ;  and  was  circulated 
together  with  a  letter  from  a  diftinguilhed 
public  character  in  the  neighbourhood,  in 
which  practitioners  were  called  upon  to  pro¬ 
mote  and  encourage  the  introduction  of  the 
cow-pox,  by  their  “  influence  among  the 
*c  poor.”  If  I  may  be  permitted  to  avow  the 
dictates  of  my  mind,  I  can  confcientioufly 
add,  that  it  revolts  with  indignation  at  the 
flocking  idea  of  thus  wilfully  impofing  on 
the  ignorant  ;  of  thus  expofing  to  probable 
deftruCtion  thofe  who  regard  us  in  jthe  light 
pf  friendly  advifers ;  of  thus  manifefting  the 


difpofition  of  faithlefs  betrayers  of  the  confi¬ 
dence  repofed  in  the  faculty  as  men  of  honour, 
integrity,  and  fcience.  Was  it  by  fuch  infi- 
dious  arts  that  the  firft  rudiments  of  improve¬ 
ment  were  introduced  into  the  world  ?  Is 
it  by  fuch  bafe  and  unworthy  efforts  that 
knowledge  can  be  brought  nearer  to  perfec¬ 
tion  ?  Rather  let  fcience  perifh  than  attempt  to 
eftablifh  it  on  the  ruins  of  juftice  and  the 
wreck  of  truth  ! 

It  is  well  known  that  fuperflition  not  only 
had  a  tendency  to  retard  the  progrefs  of  ino¬ 
culation,  but  that  it  did  actually  retard  it.  At 
a  more  enlightened  period,  however,  and 
when  its  fafety  and  fuccefs  were  generally 
underftood,  its  effects  meliorated,  and  its  in¬ 
fluence  reduced  under  the  controul  of  me¬ 
dical  fagacity,  fome  other  caufe  muft  evi¬ 
dently  have  operated  to  prevent  its  being  uni- 
verfally  received ;  and  it  would  have  been 
wife  and  prudent  if  thofe  who  have  wrefted 
an  argument  in  favour  of  vaccination  from 
the  prejudices  which  ftill  remain  againft  ino¬ 
culation,  and  the  reluctance  which  per- 
ions,  not  well  acquainted  with  the  fubjeCt, 
fometimes  manifeft,  to  fubmit  to  that  fafe  and 
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certain  practice,  had  candidly  inveiligated  the 
true  caufe  of  thofe  prejudices  and  of  that  re¬ 
luctance,  and  devoted  a  fmall  fhare  of  their 
ingenuity  and  philanthropy  in  endeavouring 
to  remove  them.  Inftead  of  this,  imagination 
feems  to  have  been  tortured  in  order  to  find 
fuggeftions  capable  of  increafing  the  indif¬ 
ference  of  the  public  to  inoculation,  if  not 
their  prejudices  againft  it,  in  fpite  of  ab - 
folute  want  of  proof  and  the  experience  of  a 
century. 

A  difpaffionate  examination  into  the  ftate 
of  medical  fcience  would  have  convinced 
them,  that  the  principles  and  the  improve¬ 
ments  in  the  practice  of  inoculation  required 
only  to  be  known ,  in  order  to  enfure  confi¬ 
dence  and  attention. 

Strange  as  it  may  feem,  it  is  an  indifputable 
faCt,  that  practitioners  in  general  were  lefs 
acquainted  with  this  branch  of  profeffional 
duty  than  with  almoft  any  other.  The  truth 
is,  that  inoculation  having  loft  the  force  of 
novelty,  the  power  of  conferring  fame,  or  of 
acquiring  riches,  had  for  fome  years  ceafed 
to  attraCt  the  particular  regard  of  medical 
men.  The  facility  with  which  it  could  be 
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performed,  the  flight  attention  which  it 
feemed  to  require,  and  the  comparatively  few 
dangerous  fymptoms  which  it  produced,  had 
occaiioned  the  practice  to  be  transferred  into 
feledfc  hands ;  and  many  phyficians  and  fur- 
geons  of  the  greateft  eminence,  and  in  very 
extenfive  general  practice,  were  not  only 
averfe  from  interfering  with  inoculation,  and 
feldom  attended  patients  in  the  courfe  of  the 
fubfequent  difeafe,  but  were  even  become  un¬ 
acquainted  with  fome  of  the  moft  important 
circumftances  relative  to  its  modem  improve¬ 
ments.  This  mu  ft  have  been  the  reafon  why 
fo  little  attention  was  paid  to  the  injured 
fame  of  inoculation  in  the  ftatements  relative 
to  its  danger  and  fatality,  and  concurred  with 
other  caufes  to  promote  the  rapid  progrefs  of 
vaccination.  It  is  impoffible  to  fuppofe  that 
an  innovation  likely  to  be  productive  of  im¬ 
portant  confequences  would  have  been  fo 
fuddenly,  and  I  am  forty  to  add  fo  rajhly t 
encouraged,  if  a  due  regard  had  been  paid  to 
the  evidence  of  long  experience,  and  the  tefti- 
mony  of  thofe  practitioners  who  only  were 
capable  of  elucidating  the  fubjeCt  of  inocula¬ 
tion.  If  the  real  ftate  of  that  practice,  the 
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gradual  and  progreffive  improvements  which 
had  brought  it  to  almoft  mathematical  preci- 
fion,  and  the  abfolute  certainty  of  its  being 
an  effectual  as  well  as  a  fafe  prefervative 
againft  the  fmall-pox,had  been  duly  weighed, 
furely  it  would  not  have  been  fo  readily  and 
pufillanimoufly  abandoned  to  conjectures, 
-which,  however  ingenious, have  never  amount¬ 
ed  to  proof ;  or  arguments,  which,  however 
plaufible,  have  never  been  conclusive.  It 
is  not  my  intention  to  deny  that  the  dif- 
covery  appeared  primarily  of  fufficient  im¬ 
portance  to  juftify  a  fair  and  impartial  in- 
veftigation  of  its  effects :  but  it  is  really  won¬ 
derful  that  the  fuggeftions  fo  naturally  oc¬ 
curring  to  Dr.  John  Sims  and  others,  and 
grounded  on*mcontrovertible  fads,  were  not 
productive  of  hefitation,  caution,  and  doubt, 
in  the  minds  of  all.  It  could  not  be  unknown 
to  any  practitioner  that  variolous  inoculation 
had  in  fome  inftances  unfortunately  produced 
other  difeafes  befides  that  intended  to  be  com¬ 
municated,  or  at  lead:  difpofitions  to  produce 
or  to  be  aCted  upon  by  difeafes  ;  and  this  cir- 
cumftance  was  not  forgotten  among  the  argu¬ 
ments  brought  forward  in  fupport  of  the  pre- 
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ference  due  to  vaccination.  Did  it  not  occur 
to  perfons  who  thus  argued,  that  careful  and 
judicious  pradtitioners  have  always  attentively 
regarded  the  fubjedts  from  whom  variolous 
matter  was  procured,  to  avoid  the  poffibility 
of  introducing  other  morbid  affedtions ;  and 
that  vaccine  matter,  being  avowedly  connedted 
with  a  very  fevere  and  loathfome  difeafe  in 
the  cow,  and  derived  from  the  moji  loathfome ^ 
difgufting,  and  horrid  difeafe  to  which  the 
horfe  is  liable,  might  poffibly,  and  even  pro¬ 
bably,  communicate  to  the  human  race  fome 
fpecies  or  modification  of  other  diftemperg 
which  not  unfrequently  attack  the  cow*  and 
the  horfe  ?  Did  it  not  occur  to  them,  that  the 
bare  rifk  of  fuch  confequences  was  in  itfelf  a 

.A 

formidable  objection  to  the  new  pradtice  of 
vaccination  ?  Scrophula,  the  great  opprobrium 
of  medicine  in  all  ages,  and  the  moft  to  be 
dreaded,  not  only  on  that  account,  but  al¬ 
io  becaufe  experience  has  taught  us  that  it 
has  been  introduced  into  healthy  children,  or 
the  feeds  of  it  rendered  adtive,  by  inoculation, 
muft  immediately  prefent  itfelf  in  the  fore- 
moft  rank  of  thofe  effedts  which  vaccination 
would  be  likely  to  produce*  on  account  of 
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its  evident  fimilarity  to  the  origin  whence  the 
cow-pox  is  find  to  be  derived.  Even  if  the 
glandular  and  cutaneous  affections  of  the  cow 
and  of  the  horfe  efcaped  the  notice  of  thofe 
who  might  be  prefumed  likely  to  regard  their 
favourite  fyftem  with  a  partial  “  parent's 
fondnefs,”  other  practitioners,  lefs  intereftsd 
in  the  fate  of  this  bantling  of  fancy,  might 
naturally  have  been  fuppofed  not  altogether 

* 

blind  to  the  probability  of  their  being  alfa 
capable  of  Gccalioning  mifehievous  conie- 
quences  in  the  human  body. 

Such  doubts  would  have  properly  tempered 
the  curiofity  of  the  public ;  and  the  alacrity 
with  which  the  practice  of  vaccination  was 
unfortunately  purfued,  would  have  excited 
jfufficient  caution  to  prevent  falfe  pofitions 
relative  tc^  the  original  argument  from  being 

admitted,  and  would  have  inftantly  led  to  the 

\ 

detection  of  abfurd  conclufions.  When  it 
was  afferted  that  perfons  who  had  undergone 
vaccination  were  immediately v  or  in  a  few 
weeks,  or  even  months,  after  their  recovery, 

fubjeCted  to  variolous  inoculation  without  the 

♦ 

fmall-pox  being  produced,  it  would  not  have 
been  neceffarily  admitted  that  therefore  thofe 

' 

'  *  f  “ 
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perfons  would  remain  u  for  ever  after  ’  inca¬ 
pable  of  being  affeCted  by  contagion.  When 
it  was  ftated  that  no  ill  confequences  would 
arife  from  the  introduction  of  vaccine  matter 
into  the  human  body,  it  would  not  have  been 
believed  that  the  experience  of  a  few  months 
or  a  few  years  was  fufficient  to  juftify  that 
bold  and  groundlefs  alTertion.  But  from  the 
commencement  of  the  difcuffion  to  the  pre~ 
fent  hour,  although  a  vaft  mafs  of  theory  has 
been  induftrioufly  colieCted,  to  outweigh  the 
cavils  of  the  credulous ,  the  fears  of  the  timid, 
and  the  objections  of  the  cautious,  the  fup- 
porters  of  vaccination  have  feemed  rather  to 
demand  conviction  as  a  tribute  of  refpeCt  due 
to  the  abilities  of  the  difcoverer  and  the  rank 
of  thofe  who  have  encouraged  the  difcovery, 
than  to  claim  it  on  the  fair  ground  of  juft 
reafoning  or  incontrovertible  argument.  At 
all  events  their  reafoning  is  not  correCt,  and 
their  arguments  may  be  eafily  fubdued. 
Would  to  God  that  prejudices,  which,  once 
excited,  cling  fo  pertinacioufly  to  the  human 
mind,  were  capable  of  being  eradicated  with 
equal  facility  ! 

I  have  before  animadverted  upon  the  ini- 
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propriety  of  attempting  to  *  undervalue  the 
merit  of  variolous  inoculation,  by  partial  or 
falfe  ftatements,  in  order  to  produce  a  more 
ready  preference  of  vaccination  than  it  might 
otherwife  have  obtained  :  to  this  may  be 
added,  that  the  zeal  and  affiduity  which  in  fo 
very  fjiort  a  fpace  of  time  brought  vaccination 
into  faffiion,  and  caufed  it  to  be  fo  generally 
patronized,  although  called  into  action  and 
excited,  only  by  the  futile  arguments  before 
detailed,  were  often  unhappily  fubftituted  and 
miftaken  for  real  proofs  of  the  fafety  and 
efficacy  of  the  practice.  To  me,  indeed,  the 
unparalleled  ardour  and  unexampled  anxiety 
which  broke  forth  fo  fuddenly,  appeared,  even 
at  the  very  commencement  of  the  bulinefs,  a 
fufpicious  circumftance ;  and  therefore,  al- 
-  though  I  have  been  always  difpofed  to  regard 
the  teftimony  and  the  fuggeftions  of  the 
learned  authors  who  have  employed  their 
pens  on  this  fubjeft,  with  becoming  deference 
^nd  refpe£t,  and  have  not  hitherto  attempted 
to  influence  the  opinions  of  others,  1  never 
hefitated  on  proper  occafions,  and  when  my 
fentiments  were  called  for,  fairly  and  candidly 
to  declare  the  doubts  and  the  fears  which 
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rendered  me  averfe  from  the  pradtice  of  yao 
cination.  I  therefore  never  recommended  it : 
and  although,  in  many  inftances,  I  have  been 
prevailed  upon  by  the  wifhes  of  my  patients, 
or  the  felicitations  of  their  friends,  to  inoculate 
with  vaccine  matter,  I  always  believed  it  to 
be  my  duty,  as  an  honed  man,  not  to  difguife 
my  real  opinion  on  the  fubjedi :  at  the  fame 
time  I  fhould  have  thought  it  highly  unbe¬ 
coming  if  I  had  on  any  occafion  mifrepre- 
fented,  or  in  any  degree  attempted  to  pervert, 
the  dodlrines  of  others,  who,  however  in- 
conclufively  or  erroneoufly  they  may  have 
argued,  might  neverthelefs  be  entitled  to 
my  refpedt,  on  account  of  their  benevolence 
and  veracity.  But  while  I  was  attempting 
to  fubjedt  the  arguments  adduced  in  favour 
of  vaccination  to  the  common  rules  of  rea- 
foning,  and  to  weigh  them  in  an  impartial 
balance,  it  gave  me  confiderable  uneafmefs  to 
perceive  that  the  pradtice  of  it  was  every  day 
extended  by  every  fpecies  of  artifice  which 
could  lead  captive  the  human  mind.  The 
minifters  of  religion  intermingled  with  the 
dodlrines  of  faith  and  morality,  diflertations 
on  the  matter  of  the  cow-pox ;  and  connedted 
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the  joys  of  heaven  and  the  blifsful  reward  of 
virtue  with  a  ready  acquiefcence  in  crude  and 
ill-digefted  opinions  neither  eftablifhed  on  the 
bafis  of  reafon  nor  fupported  by  the  founda- 
tion  of  truth.  Newfpapers  and  magazines 
teemed  with  medical  intelligence,  often  ufe- 
lefs  and  contradictory,  but  almoft  always 
pofitive.  The  mode  by  which  vaccination 
was  introduced  to  an  admiring  world  was 
compared  by  one  *  writer  to  the  promulgation 
of  the  gofpel ;  another  propofed  it  as  the  in¬ 
fallible  means  of  counteracting  the  ravages  of 
depopulating  war,  and  expreffed  his  hope 
and  his  confidence  that  parents  would  con- 
Jider  the  introduction  of  vaccination  among 
their  children  as  much  a  duty,  as  to  initiate 

them  by  baptism  into  the  clafs  of  chriftians  : 

* 

a  third  £  makes  his  ruftic  patients  exprefs  their 
inconfiderate  applaufe  in  blank  verfe,  and 
exult  with  rapturous  and  ecftatic  delight  in 
the  anticipation  of  conlequences  beyond  the 
reach  of  probability,  or  the  ken  of  mortal 
forefight.  I  might  enlarge  this  lift  to  almoft 
endlefs  extent. 


*  Dr.  Trotter, 


f  Mr,  Dunning. 


J  Rev.  Mr,  Finch* 


The  child  of  an  engraver  was  very  oppor ~ 
tunely  vaccinated  :  an  elegant  plate  of  the 
eruptions  was  published  ;  and,  although  two 
phyficians  attended  the  child,  and  one  of 
them  performed  the  inoculation,  a  narrative 
of  the  progrefs  of  the  difeafe  was  printed* 
entitled  “  Cafe  of  the  Cow-Pox  communicated 

by  Inoculation  to  his  own  Child  by  Mr.  J.  W. 

» 

Engraver.”  Even  the  appearance  and  colour 
of  the  blotches,  veficles,  and  encruftations, 
have  been  termed  beautiful ;  although  in  my 
humble  tafte  for  literature,  or  rather,  correct- 
nefs  of  expreffion,  that  appellation  was  never 
more  fhamefully  mifapplied,  than  for  the 
purpofe  of  defcribing  a  difeafe  fo  loathfome, 
offenfive,  and  abominable.  The  metropolis 
was  crowded  with  inftitutions  for  encouraging 
vaccination,  and  the  country  flocked  with 
committees  eager  to  compafs  fea  and  land  to 
make  profelytes  to  their  opinions.  That  fair, 
candid,  temperate,  difcuffion  of  the  real  merits 
of  the  difcovery,  which  is  fo  eflential  to  the 
interefts  of  fcience,  and  fo  congenial  to  the 

difpolition  of  philofophical  improvement,  was 

$ 

thus  ftifled  by  authority,  ftunned  by  clamour, 
or  drowned  in  prejudice.  The  meetings  of  the 
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committees  before  alluded  to,  were  defigned 
to  promote  vaccination,  not  to  examine  into 
the  reafonablenefs  of  the  pradtice  ;  one  fide 
only  of  the  queftion  was  heard  there :  and, 
though  it  be  a  fo  me  what  indelicate  obferva- 
tion,  you  could  fcarcely  enter  a  church  but 
the  parfon  had  the  greafy  heel  of  a  horfe  in 
his  mouth.  In  Geneva  an  exhortation  was 
regularly  delivered  by  the  officiating  clergy¬ 
man,  at  the  time  of  baptifm,  that  the  child 
fhould  be  immediately  vaccinated. 

Many  perfons  who  wrote  on  the  fubjedfc 
feemed  not  to  have  been  content  with  con¬ 
sidering  vaccination  even  in  the  light  in 
which  Dr.  Jenner  himfelf  originally  repre- 
fented  it,  as  u  a  milder  and  fqfer  preventive 
4C  than  inoculation  but  fpoke  of  it,  not  only 
as  mild  and  fafe,  but  as  the  only  remedy 
againft  the  contagion  of  the  fmall-pox  ;  fung 
lofty  pseans  in  honour  of  the  difcoverer  ;  and 
hailed  him  the  faviour  of  a  wreftern  world. 

From  England  the  infatuation  rapidly  ex¬ 
tended,  through  France  and  Germany,  to  the 
remoter  regions  of  the  earth  ;  and  from  the 
banks  of  the  Ganges  to  the  mountains  of 
Dalecarlia  a  new  fcourge  was  induftrioufly 
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difperfed  to  afflict  the  children  of  men.  Eng¬ 
land,  who  had  received  from  the  Eaft  the 
bleffings  of  inoculation  by  the  fair  hands  of 
an  ingenious  and  accomplifhed  female,  thus 
repaid  her  vaft  debt  of  gratitude,  by  the  intro¬ 
duction  of  a  new  train  of  evils  incautioufly 
drawn  from  the  moft  polluted  fource  of 
animal  contagion  !  In  thofe  countries  in 
which  the  variolous  inoculation  was  not  well 
known,  and  where  the  practice  of  it  had  been 
retrained  by  the  influences  of  fuperftition  or 
prejudice,  it  was  not  at  all  ftrange  that  vac¬ 
cination  with  its  important  promifes  of  fafety 
and  fecurity  fhould  be  readily  received  and 
encouraged  :  nor  would  it  have  been  very 
extraordinary  if  the  French,  who  called  it  the 
u  moft  brilliant  difcovery  of  the  eighteenth 
“  century,  to  which  the  whole  world  would 
be  indebted  for  the  annihilation  of  that 
“  moft  deftruCtive  fcourge  which  had  ravaged 
u  and  defolated  it  for  many  centuries,”  had, 
in  the  frenzy  of  enthufxafm,  enthroned  the 
difcoverer  among  the  deities  of  their  Pantheon, 
Confidering  the  levity  and  inconfiftence  of 
that  volatile  people,  we  might  not  have  been 
furprized  to  have  feen  the  buft  of  a  Jenner 


E 


25 


in  company  with  the  afhes  of  Marat  or  the 
ftatue  of  Robefpierre  :  but  it  is  truly  aftonifh- 
ing  that  in  a  country  like  our  own,  where 
fcience  and  philofophy  are  more  calmly, 
more  effectually,  and  more  generally  ftudied,  fo 
many  perfons  ihould  have  been  impofed  upon 
by  fallacious  reafoning  ;  and  that  thofe  who 
by  their  education  and  endowments  might 
have  been  thought  leaft  of  all  capable  of  being 
influenced  by  the  contagion  of  vulgar  mif- 
conceptions,  fhould,  as  it  were  in  a  mo¬ 
ment,  have  totally  relinquifhed  the  ufe  of 
their  own  faculties  of  reafoning  and  of  re¬ 
flection. 

They  might  have  detected  the  erroneous 
ftatements  refpeCting  the  fatality  of  the  fmall- 
pox  and  the/dangers  of  inoculation  by  con- 
fulting  many  real  and  refpeCtable  fources  of 
information.  Dr.  Percival's  Medical  EiTays 
would  have  informed  them,  that  forty  years 
ago,  long  before  the  difeovery  of  many  of 
the  moft  valuable  improvements  in  the  treat¬ 
ment  of  the  fmall-pox,  by  which  the  mor¬ 
tality  of  that  dreadful  difeafe  has  been  un¬ 
doubtedly  diminifhed,  the  average  number 
of  deaths  was  about  one  hundred  and  nine 

CL  -  *  .  v.  -  -  ■  ■  •  »  * 
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in  a  thoufand  in  London  between  the  yearn 
1762  and  1772,  but  at  Ackworth  in  York¬ 
shire  only  about  one  in  nineteen  from  1747 
to  1767.  The  annals  of  the  inoculation 
hofpital  would  have  informed  them,  that 
even  Dr.  Woodville’s  *  calculation,  that 
one  perfon  in  fix  hundred  died  in  that  infti- 
tution,  was  not  altogether  fo  favourable  a  re¬ 
port  as  might  have  been  made  on  the  fubjedf. 
Dr.  Squirrell  f ,  who  has  lately  publifhed  in 
defence  of  inoculation,  States,  from  his  own 
obfervationi  that  during  his  refidenee  in 
the  hofpital  a  not  more  than  one  out  of  a 
u  thousand  died  ingeniously  afking, 
u  would  not  one  out  of  a  thoufand  perfons 

taken  into  any  houfe  for  three  weeks  to- 
iC  gether,  and  treated  in  the  family  way  with- 
“  out  inoculation,  have  died  in  the  courfe  of 
u  twelve  months  ?'5 

If  the  arguments  which  were  advanced 
in  favour  of  vaccination,  and  the  conclufions 


*  Woodville’s  “  Reports  of  a  Series  of  Inoculations  for  Va* 
riolse  Vaccine.” 

j*  Squirrell’s  (t  Observations  on  the  Cow-pox,  fhewing  that 

1 

it  originates  in  Scrophula,  and  that  it  is  no  Security  againft 
the  Small-pox.” 


unwarrantably  drawn  from  them,  had  been 
fubje&ed  to  the  rules  of  found  criticifm — fuch 
as  have  been  commonly  ufed  in  examining 
the  nature  of  every  moral  axiom  and  every 
philofophical  proportion — the  unreafonable- 
nefs  of  the  arguments  and  the  unwarrant- 
ablenefs  of  the  conclufions  would  inftantly 
have  been  manifefted.  A  little  reflection 
on  the  pronenefs  of  mankind  to  be  biafled 
and  influenced  by  the  authority  of  great 
names,  and  to  a  chain  up  their  fpeech  even 
4  4  from  the  defire  of  praife,”  when  perfons 
eminent  in  ftation  or  diftinguifhed  by  feien- 
tific  attainment  pronounce  their  authorita¬ 
tive  decrees,  would  have  put  every  impartial 
pradtitioner  and  every  independent  individual 
on  his  guard  againft  the  errors  which  too 
often  fpring  from  an  exalted  fource.  It  would 
have  occurred  to  every  difereet  perfon,  that 
they  who  aflent  with  fo  much  promptitude  are 
in  general  inconfiderate ;  and  that  among  the 
aflociatesfor  the  promotion  of  vaccination  were 
many  whofe  alacrity  to  enlift  under  the  banners 
of  experimentalifts  proceeded  from  a  con- 
feioufnefs  of  that  inferiority  of  talents  which 
keeps  back  from  honour,55  which  forbids 


to  hope  for  diftinftion,  and  denies  any  other 
feat  in  the  temple  of  fame  than  one  of  the 
fubordinate  niches.  Such  men  may  not  un¬ 
fitly  be  faid  to  referable  thofe  curs  that,  nei¬ 
ther  pofTefTed  of  fieetnefs  of  foot  nor  fagacity 
of  nofe,  never  ftart  the  game  nor  catch  it,  and 
are  of  no  ufe  but  to  keep  up  the  noife  and 
number  of  the  pack,  and  to  exercife  the 
huntfman’s  whip.  The  concurrence,  there¬ 
fore,  of  numbers  is  not  in  reality  always  fo  im¬ 
portant  a  fupport  to  arguments  or  opinions  as 
it  may  appear  at  fir  ft  fight ;  feeing  that  many 
are  often  incapable  of  forming  a  right  judg¬ 
ment,  and  that  many  fpontaneoufly  fur- 
render  their  reafoning  faculties  to  the  in¬ 
fluence  of  leading  men.  Not  at  all  doubting 
the  benevolence  which  pervaded  the  mind  of 
the  difcoverer,  and  allowing  every  due  de¬ 
gree  of  force  to  the  enthufiafm  which  na¬ 
turally  accompanies  difcovery  on  important 
fubje£ts  connected  with  arts  and  fciences,  it 
cannot  be  denied  that  an  inconfiderate  fub- 
miffion  to  hafty  conclufions  erroneoufly  drawn 
from  unfteady  and  illogical  arguments  muft 
always  deferve  fevere  animadveriion.  Not- 
withftanding  all  obftacles,  however,  the  dif- 
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coverer  of  vaccination,  his  friends,  and  the 
converts  to  his  opinions^  fucceeded  in  their 
endeavours  to  render  the  practice  fafhionable ; 
well  knowing  that  fafhion  is  often  more 
powerful  than  reafoning,  in  its  influence  over 
the  minds  of  the  multitude. 

Incredible  numbers  of  perfons  have  been 
vaccinated  ;  but  the  original  ground  of  objec¬ 
tion  and  apprehenfion  refpeding  its  complete 
prefervative  powers  remains  the  fame,  and 
mufi:  remain  in  full  force  until  fome  means 
have  been  attained  of  determining  whether 
vaccination  be  not  merely  a  temporary  pre¬ 
ventive  of  the  fmall-pox ;  and  whether,  after 
the  practice  of  it,  the  human  conftitution 
may  not,  fooner  or  later,  regain  its  difpofition 
to  be  aded  upon  by  variolous  contagion.  A 
few  years  can  not  be  fufiicient  to  eftablifh 
complete  proof  of  this  important  and  necefiary 
fad.  In  the  cafe  related  by  Dr.  John  Sims  in 
the  Medical  Journal,  feveral  years  muft  have 
elapfed  after  the  gentleman  had  had  the  cow- 
pox  before  he  received  the  variolous  infec¬ 
tion  by  inoculation.  I  am  aware  that  many 
cavils  have  been  made  on  this  fubjed,  and 
doubts  ftarted  about  the  poflibility  of  fome 
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other  difeafe  having  been  miftaken  for  the 
cow-pox  :  but  befides  the  improbability  of 
this  having  been  the  cafe  in  the  inftance  al¬ 
luded  to,  on  account  of  the  familiar  and  in^ 
timate  acquaintance  with  vaccine  infection 
which  has  long  prevailed  very  generally  in 
the  weftern  counties,  it  is  rendered  ftill  lefs 
likely  by  the  circumftance  of  the  perfon 
having  twice  fuffered  the  difeafe  with  marks 
of  unufual  feverity. 

A  reputable  farmer  in  the  country  was  vac¬ 
cinated  foon  after  the  practice  had  been  intro¬ 
duced  into  the  midland  counties :  the  ufual 
fymptoms  of  conftitutional  afFe&ion  took 
place ;  the  puftule  on  the  arm  went  through 
the  ftages  of  inflammation  and  maturation, 
and  very  gradually  dried  up.  No  fymptom 
or  appearance  was  wanting  which  could  have 
juftified  the  refpe&able  practitioner  who  at¬ 
tended,  and  others  who  faw  it,  in  withhold¬ 
ing  the  aflurance  that  the  cow-pox  had  com¬ 
pleted  its  courfe,  and  fecured  him  (if  it  could 
fecure  any  one J  from  the  future  influence  of 
variolous  contagion.  That  nothing  might  be 
wanting  to  remove  the  poflibility  of  doubt 
on  this  head,  inoculation  with  variolous  matter 
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was  fubfequently  performed  : — fome  appear¬ 
ance  of  inflammation  and  even  fuppuration 
followed,  but  no  fymptomatic  fever  took 
place ;  the  puftule  died  away,  and  the  patient 
continued  well.  After  fuch  a  proof,  to  have 
doubted  of  th z  preventive  power  of  vaccination 
might  indeed  have  been  thought  deferving  the 
fevere  epithets  with  which  cautious  practition¬ 
ers  have  in  the  progrefs  of  this  controverfy 
been  too  often  branded  by  the  rafh,  the  in- 
confiderate,  and  the  vulgar :  fcepticifm,  with 
fuch  a  triumphant  inftance  of  the  fuceefs  of 
vaccination  before  our  eyes,  would  have  been 
denominated  a  fchifm  of  the  deepeft  dye,  and 
high  treafon  againft  the  infallibility  of  the 
Jennerian*  p,ra£tice  ;  and  he  who  might  be  at 
a  lofs  for  words  of  his  own  to  reprobate  the 
non-conformifts  would  probably  have  re- 
forted  to  a  quotation  which  had  been  pre- 
vioufly  applied  with  equal  impropriety  and 
rancour,  and  have  called  them  “  reptiles  that 
“  plant  themielves  in  the  high  road  of  im- 
<c  provement,  and  try  to  hifs  back  all  that 
u  would  advance.”  But  mark  the  event: — 
lulled  into  a  dangerous  fecurity  by  the  falla¬ 
cious  hopes  inftilled  into  his  mind,  the  gentle-* 
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man  caught  the  natural  fmall-pox  feme 
months  afterwards,  fuffered  all  the  anguifh 
of  its  moft  terrific  fymptoms,  was  blind  for 
many  days  ;  but  at  length  recovered,  and  lives 
to  carry  about  with  him  the  marks  of  his  dis¬ 
appointed  hopes,  and  a  reproach  to  his  too 
fanguine  medical  advifers.  It  is  not  on  this 
cafe  alone — on  which,  however,  I  lay  feme 
ftrefs,  becaufe  it  happened  within  the  circle 
of  my  own  acquaintance — by  which  I  fupport 
my  difbelief  of  the  preventive,power  of  vac¬ 
cination.  Many  other  inftances  well  authen¬ 
ticated  have  occurred ,  and  if  neceffary  might 
be  adduced  in  evidence,  in  addition  to  feveral  * 
which  have  been  already  made  public.  Among 
the  numerous  cafes  inferted  in  Dr.  Squirrell’s 
lift,  I  fhall  take  the  liberty  of  alluding  parti¬ 
cularly  to  that  of  a  child  at  Portfea,  which 
can  not  but  be  confidered  by  every  perfen 
who  admits  its  authenticity,  and  pays  a  be¬ 
coming  regard  to  the  refpedtability  and  vera¬ 
city  of  Mr.  Weymouth  of  Portfmouth,  and 
Mr.  Fitzmaurice  of  Hailar,  who  faw  the  pa¬ 
tient  while  under  the  influence  of  the  difeafe^ 

*  See  Dr.  Squirrell’s  Obfervations,” 
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not  only  a$  flrong,  but  as  mod  conclufive  and 
invincible  evidence  of  the  infufficiency  of  the 
cow-pox  to  prevent  variolous  infection.  Here 
the  fymptoms  of  the  difeafe  were  fo  u  very 
u  ftrongly  marked,”  that  Mr.  Fitzmaurice 
took  matter  from  the  puftule,  and  communi¬ 
cated  the  infection  to  two  patients,  who, 
after  having  gone  through  the  difeafe,  were 
both  inoculated  with  variolous  matter,  and 
found  to  be  infufceptible  of  its  influence* 
Notwithflanding  this  indubitable  proof,  the 
child  flrft  vaccinated  had,  fourteen  months 
afterwards,  the  fmall-pox  produced  by  ino¬ 
culation  ;  a  the  arm  took  extremely  well,  and 
“  went  on  in  a  very  fatisfadfory  manner.” 
The  iflue  of  this  ftriking  cafe,  and  of  another 
communicated  by  Dr.  Harrifon  of  Horncaftle, 
to  Sir  J.  Banks,  aifo  quoted  by  Dr.  Squirrell, 
and  of  fome  others  nearly  fimilar,  of  which  the 
particulars  will  probably  foon  appear,  might 
have  afforded  me  an  occafion  to  retort  with 
fome  degree  of  feverity  on  thofe  acrimonious 
revilers  who  have  dared  to  accufe  men  of  at 
leaft  equal  judgement,  abilities,  and  learning 
to  themfelves  of  having  “  wheedled  ”  a  part  of 
the  community  into  a  miftaken  confidence  in 


their  candour,  with  a  view  of  preventing  the 
advantages  of  vaccination  from  being  ascer¬ 
tained  :  but  I  Shall  abftain  from  inventive,  and 
content  myfelf  with  expreffing  an  earned:  hope 
that  the  public  will  no  longer  place  a  vain 
confidence  in  the  boafted  Security  of  vaccina¬ 
tion,  which  many  well-attefled  faCts  have  al¬ 
ready  concurred  to  disprove.  But  the  cer¬ 
tainty  with  which  we  may  rely  on  the  pre¬ 
ventive  influence  of  variolous  inoculation 
may  be  readily  aScertained  by  an  appeal  to 
the  valuable  and  extenfive  experience  of  thofe 
practitioners,  who  have  inoculated  thouSands 
and  hundreds  of  thouSands  of  patients,  and 
who  will  further  concur  in  eftablifhing  the 
molt  perfect  afSurance  that  a  repetition  of  ino¬ 
culation  when  the  Symptomatic  fever  of  Small¬ 
pox  has  been  once  experienced  has  never  been 
known  to  produce  a  repetition  of  the  difeafe. 

It  being  eftablifhed  that  vaccination  is  not 
a  certain  preventive  of  the  Small-pox,  it 
feems  Scarcely  worth  while  to  enquire  whether 
it  be  productive  of  a  milder  and  fhorter  difeafe 
than  the  variolous  inoculation,  Soon  aftsr 
the  introduction  of  vaccination  in  this  metro¬ 
polis  it  was  discovered  that  a  copious  eruption 
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fometlmes  took  place  ;  and  as  that  circling 
ftance  had  not  been  previoufly  noticed  by 
Dr.  Jenner,  it  was  suppofed  to  be  a  new 
fymptom,  occafioned  by  the  particular  atrno^* 
fphere  of  the  inoculation  hofpital  in  which,  I 
think,  it  firft  appeared.  It  was  fubfequently 
obferved  that  this  fymptom  occurred  not  only 
in  the  hofpital  but  in  private  practice  ;  not 
only  in  London,  but  in  various  parts  of  the 
country  :  and  although  it  was  at  firft  pofitively 
denied  by  fome  to  have  any  immediate  con¬ 
nection  with  the  cow-pox  properly  fo  called, 
it  was  afterwards  as  pofitively  aiTerted  by 
others  to  have  arifen  in  confequence  of  ufing 
matter  taken  from  patients  who  happened  to 
experience  the  difeafe  with  peculiar  feverity. 
It  is  certain  that  thefe  eruptions  have  ap¬ 
peared  when  the  matter  employed  was  pro¬ 
cured  with  the  utmoft  circumfpe&ion :  that 
they  have  occurred  in  many  patients  vac¬ 
cinated  with  vftus  procured  by  Dr.  Jenner 
himfelf :  that  they  have  been  in  tome  in- 
ftances  very  numerous,  and  very  formidable 
in  their  appearance,  very  painful,  and  very 
tedious  in  their  progrefs;  fometimes  refembling 
almoft  exadly  the  eruption  of  the  fmajl-pox, 
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and  fometimes  degenerating  into  foul  ulcers 
difficult  of  cure,  or  even  impoffible  to  be 
healed  :  that  the  ulceration  of  the  puftule  on 
the  arm  has  continued  in  fome  cafes  for 
many  weeks  and  even  months  :  that  an 
eryfipelatous  inflammation  has  accompanied 
or  immediately  followed  the  maturation  of  it, 
not  only  fo  as  to  endanger,  but  even  to  de- 
ftroy,  the  life  of  the  patient.  The  child  of 
Dr.  Smyth  Stuart,  the  pathetic  narrative  of 
whofe  fufferings  and  death,  as  inferted  in  Dr. 
Squirrell’ s  publication,  affords  a  ftriking  ex¬ 
ample  of  the  malignancy  of  the  cow-pox  : 
this  is,  however,  only  one  among  many  in- 
ftances  of  the  deftrudtive  confequences  of 
vaccination.  In  my  own  practice  I  have  met 
with  a  cafe  as  ftrongly  and  decidedly  marked 
as  that  to  which  I  have  juft  referred.  A  beau¬ 
tiful  child,  perfectly  free  from  difeafe,  aged 
about  fix  months,  was  vaccinated  by  a  prac¬ 
titioner  of  refpeftability  and  eminence  in  the 
city,  with  the  fame  matter  with  which,  at  the 
fame  time,  other  children  were  alfo  inoculated; 
and  which  had  been  feledted  with  due  pre¬ 
caution.  All  thefe  children,  excepting  the 
ftrft,  went  through  the  progrefs  of  the  difeafe 
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without  any  bad  co frequences  or  unfavourable 
fymptoms  :  but  in  this  unfortunate  victim  of 
experiment  the  abforption  of  the  vaccine 
virus  was  attended  by  eryfipelatous  appear¬ 
ances  and  fymptoms  of  irritation*  Tenfenefs 
and  a  livid  colour  of  the  fkin  almoft  uni- 
verfally  enfued  ;  and  foul  and  corroding  ulcers 
fupervened.  The  face,  neck,  and  fhoulders, 
which  had  been  covered  with  numerous  un- 
fightly  eruptions,  at  length  became  one  con¬ 
tinuous  furface  of  exulceration,  difcharging, 
through  a  filthy  cruft,  matter  fo  exceffively 
virulent  as  to  corrode  the  foundeft  parts 
with  which  it  happened  to  come  in  con¬ 
tact.  The  fenfation  of  itching  appeared  to 
be  intolerable  ;  and,  after  a  long  and  fevere 
ftruggle,  and  many  ineffectual  attempts  to 
alleviate  thefe  dreadful  fufferings,  death  clofed 
the  afflicting  fcene.  Thus  the  boafted  mild- 
nefs  and  fafety  of  vaccination  fade  before 
the  light  of  experience ;  and  fuch  are  the 
melancholy  proofs  which  have  been  produced 
of  its  effects.  On  the  other  hand,  variolous 
inoculation  has  been  fubjeCted  to  the  teft  of 
experience  for  nearly  a  century.  It  has 
never  been  found  productive  of  fuch  diftreffing 
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fymptorm  as  have  fometimes  (even  already) 
been  obferved  to  follow  vaccination.  The 
mifchief  to  be  dreaded  from  introducing  other 
morbid  affeCtions  may  be  avoided  by  referring 
to  healthy  fubjeCts  when  matter  is  to  be  pro¬ 
cured  for  the  purpofes  of  inoculation;  but  if 
the  matter  of  cow-pox  be  derived  originally, 
as  Dr.  Jenner  Hates,  from  the  greafe  in  the 
horfe,  the  alliance  between  that  dxfeafe  and 
fcrophula*  muft  naturally  awaken  our  fears  to 
the  danger  of  vaccination  as  being  the  means 
of  introducing  other  morbid  affections  in¬ 
digenous  in  the  horfe  or  the  cow :  even 
if  no  proof  had  been  adduced  of  the  d extrac¬ 
tive  influence  of  its  own  fpecific  contagion. 
Vaccination  is  therefore  not  a  fafe  practice, 
nor  even  comparatively  fo .  Shall  we  then 
forfake  the  advantage  of  that  experience  which 
may  be  fairly  confidered  as  tantamount  to 
pofitive  proof  and  abfelute  certainty,  for  the 
vain  and  empty  honour  of  being  called  the 
encouragers  of  ingenuity  ?  Shall  we  thus 
facrifice  common  fenfe  at  the  altar  of  novelty, 
and  yield  to  the  dictates  of  fashionable  inr 
novation  what  calm  philofophic  reafon  calls 
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upon  us,  with  her  grave  and  authoritative 
voice,  fteadfaftly  and  boldly  to  maintain?  Let 
the  interefls  of  fuffering  humanity  and  the 
honour  of  the  medical  faculty  forbid  the 
thought.  Let  us  hear  with  patience,  but 
adopt  with  caution.  Let  us  judge  with 
candour,  but  decide  with  prudence :  not  fub- 
mitting  to  the  dogmas  of  pompous  erudition 
nor  the  influence  of  hypothetical  fubtilty,  nor 
fuffering  the  faculties  of  our  minds  to  be 
rendered  torpid  by  the  fafcinating  influence 
of  great  names. 

On  the  whole,  then,  I  aflame  that  the 

COW-POX  IS  NOT  ALWAYS  A  CERTAIN  PRE¬ 
SERVATIVE  againjl  the  contagion  of  the  f mall- 
pox  : - that  THE  PRACTICE  OF  VACCINA¬ 

TION  is  no*t  always  safe,  but  fome- 
times  occafions  mifchievous  confequences, 
either  directly  by  the  violence  of  its  own 
fymptoms,  or  by  introducing  into  the  fyftem 
other  difeafes  befides  that  intended  to  be 
produced ;  or  indirectly,  by  exciting  into  aCtion 
the  latent  feeds  or  principles  of  difeafes  pre- 
viouily  exifting  in  the  conftitution  that  the 
cou'-pox  is  fo  me  times fatal  of  itfelf,  and  that  the 
difeafes  introduced  or  brought  into  aCtion  by 
it,  may  be  alfo  fometimes  fatal,  and  can  never 
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be  completely  guarded  againft  ;  and  there-* 
fbre  that*  fo  long  as  variolous  inoculation 
fhall  continue  to  be  what  it  is  at  prefent,  A 
SAFE,  MILD,  AND  CERTAIN  PREVENTIVE 

of  the  small-pox,  not  fatal  more  than 
once  in  a  thoufand  inftances,  not  introducing 
along  with  it  when  taken  from  an  healthy 
fubjeCt  any  extraneous  difeafe,  nor  more  apt 
to  excite  morbid  a£tion  in  the  body,  even 
when  the  feeds  of  difeafe  exift  latent  in  the 
conftitution,  than  the  cow-pox ;  it  ought  in 
common  reafon  to  be  preferred  before  vaccina¬ 
tion  :  and  this  axiom,  being  eftablifhed  on  the 
matureft  deliberation  and  the  liioft  perfect 
conviction,  I  pledge  myfelf  to  defend  againft' 
all  oppofers  ;  for  as  I  know  that  it  can  not  be 
controverted  by  fa£ls^  it  jhail  not  be  fubdued 
by  arguments. 

In  what  has  been  advanced  I  truft  that  my 
readers  will  find  the  practice  of  vaccination 
oppofed  and  difcouraged  on  the  fair  ground  of 
found  reafon  and  experience  \  and  I  prefume 
to  hope  that  thefe  pages  will  in  fome  degree 
contribute  to  the  downfall  of  an  hypothefis, 
and  to  difcountenance  a  practice,  which  have 
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been  fufficiently  proved  to  be  fraught  with 
uncertainty  and  danger ;  and  thus  affift  in  the 
great  and  honourable  duty  of  promoting  the 
welfare  of  fociety. 


POSTSCRIPT, 

Since  the  preceding  pages  were  fent  to  the 
prefs,  I  have  feen  a  very  humble  effort,  er^ 
roneoufly  denominated  “  A  complete  Anfwer 
to  all  the  Objections  which  have  been  ad¬ 
vanced  againft  the  Practice  of  Vaccination,” 
Futile  jn  argument,  contemptible  in  diction, 
puerile  in  dialectics,  it  does  not  fatisfaCtorily 
anfwer,  nor  qin  it  effectually  combat,  even  one 
among  the  numerous  weighty  and  formidablo 
objections  which  the  cautious  and  the  wife 
will,  in  defiance  of  fuch  publications,  continue 
to  urge  with  reiterated  earneftnefs  in  the 
willing  or  unwilling  ears  of  a  deluded  public. 
FaCts  incontrovertible,  and  reafoning  juftified 

'  V  '  , 

by  truth,  and  therefore  invulnerable  by  fuch 
affailants,  are  the  weapons  which  may  be 
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brought  to  oppofe  thefe  feeble  darts  of  igno* 
ranee  or  prejudice. 

The  writer  of  the  treatife  alluded  to,  com¬ 
plains  of  the  ingratitude  of  his  countrymen, 
who,  it  feems,  have  vaftly  undervalued  the 
difeovery  of  vaccination.  Now  it  has  not 
been  my  fortune  to  hear  that  the  noble  perform 
who  was  the  principal  inftrument  by  which 
the  real  and  lafting  advantages  of  variolous 
inoculation  were  originally  introduced  into 
England  ever  received  or  was  offered  a  reward 
for  her  philanthropy  and  zeal  ?  and  it  would 
not  have  been  more  than  juftiqe  to  fuch  a 
priority  of  claim  if  the  panegyrift  of  Dr; 
Jenner  had  condefcended  to  mention  that  cir- 
cumftance.  For  my  own  part  I  have  no 
hefitation  in  declaring  that  I  think  Dr.  Jenner 
fairly  entitled  to  a  proper  remuneration  for 
much  labour,  ftudy,  and  expence :  but  al¬ 
though  I  by  no  means  grudge  him  the  pecu¬ 
niary  compenfation  which  he  has  received,  it 
will  not  I  hope  be  thought  unbecoming  to  fay, 
that  I  truft  ten  thoufand  pounds  will  confole 
him  for  the  lofs  of  thofe  laurels  with  which 
the  fuffrages  of  his  inconfiderate  admirers 
have  decorated  him,  if  time  and  experience, 
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the  greatt  arbiters  of  fcientific  difcovefy,  ffioiihl 
difplace  them  from  his  brow  :  indeed  I  enter¬ 
tain  fo  high  an  opinion  of  Dr.  Jenner’s  bene¬ 
volence  and  good  fenfe,  as  to  believe  that  he 
accepted  the  national  grant  as  a  compenfation 
for  induftry  exerted,  and  expences  incurred* 
rather  than  a  reward  for  the  merit  or  utility 
of  the  difcovery. 

London ,  Sept.  15,  1805, 
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